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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-22 are pending and are presented for examination. A formal action on the 
merits of claims 1-22 follows. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

4. Claim 5 recites the limitation "the sole information" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The term "the sole information" is never used in 
any of the preceding claims, i.e. claims 3 or 4) which would give proper antecedent basis. 

5. Claims 4, 9, 15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claims 4, 9, 15 and 20 are indefinite as it is unknown what is meant by "an attempt". 
This phrase has not been defined or used to properly ascertain the meaning anywhere else in the 
claims. 
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As detailed in this section, Applicant is required to remedy the failure to provide antecedent basis 
for all the claimed limitations and elements and to provide proper meaning for indefinite terms. 
It is the responsibility of the Applicant to present claims which "particularly point[] out and 
distinctly claim[] the subject matter which the Applicant regards as [the] invention." Applicant 
is required to revise each of the pending claims such that problems of this sort are obviated. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-2 and 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mano et 
al. (U.S. 5,793,366). 

With respect to claim 1, Mano teaches an information processor controlled by 
apparatuses connected to each other via a network, comprising: 

a predetermined description area to which write can be made from outside [Mano 
Figure 2 and Col. 4 lines 35-46 - Predetermined area to which icons can be written is the 
bus display windows (14)]; and 
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means for creating, upon reception from an external apparatus of a command for creation 
in the description area of a predetermined object whose identification information is managed by 
the external apparatus, an object whose sole information in the identification information is set to 
a predetermined value and for which the length of a field in which the object can be written is set 
to a predetermined one [Mano Col. 5 lines 7-25 - Device ID, contained with device itself is 
transmitted to the system which then creates an object, i.e. icon, in the predetermined area 
with a predetermined value, i.e. graphic, to show connectivity]. 

With respect to claim 2 Mano further teaches wherein the object creating means deletes 
the object whose identification information is the predetermined value just after the 
predetermined description area is forcibly closed [Mano — Col. 3 lines 53-57 and lines 60-63 - 
When the system windows is forcibly closed, i.e. system is powered off or exited, all objects, 
i.e. icons, from the current session are deleted. When powered on again, system must re- 
initialize and re-identify each object, as was shown in claim 1]. 

With respect to claims 6-7, these are method claims corresponding to the apparatus 
claimed in claims 1-2. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 6-7 are rejected under the 
same rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 3-5 and 8-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mano et al. (U.S. 5,793,366) in view of the English translation of Kobayashi et al. (JP 09- 
305468). 

Regarding claim 3, Mano teaches an information processor controlled by apparatus 
connected to each other via a network, comprising: 

means for managing the identification information for at least a predetermined object 
[Mano Col. 5 lines 10-20 - In order for a device, i.e. camcorder, to be recognized and to 
have an icon associated with it by providing its device ID and address, a table or other data 
structure is required to be employed to manage the identification of an object, i.e. icon with 
a device and physical ID/address]; and 

means for issuing a command for operation of the predetermined object to external 
apparatuses capable of creating the predetermined object and having a predetermined description 
area to which write can be made from outside [Mano — Col. 5 lines 7-25 - Device ID, 
contained with device itself is transmitted to the system which then creates an object, i.e. 
icon, in the predetermined area with a predetermined value, i.e. graphic, to show 
connectivity]; 
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Mano fails to explicitly teach rewriting object identification information after writing 
information to a field of an object. 

Kobayashi, however, discloses a object management method which converts, i.e. rewrites formal 
object information after temporary object information has been stored [Kobayashi — Page 1 
'Solution' and Page 3 paragraph [0022]]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate the rewriting of object information, as taught by Kobayashi into the invention of 
Mano, in order to provide a unique object identification means between devices of the same type, 
i.e. VCR1 and VCR2, which in turns guarantees uniqueness and efficient processing of objects. 

Regarding claim 4, Mano-Kobayashi teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 3 above, including wherein the managing means rewrites the object 
identification information on an attempt [Mano — Col. 5 lines 35-41 - Rewrite occurs on an 
attempt, i.e. when device is powered off and back on again. It is obvious this is done to 
prevent distinction between devices of the same type]. 

Regarding claim 5, Mano-Kobayashi teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 3 above, including wherein the managing means examines the content 
of the information in the predetermined-object identification information; and 

when it is decided by the managing means that the sole information is the predetermined 
value, the operation instruction issuing means issues a command for deletion of the 
predetermined object to the external apparatuses [Mano Coi. 3 lines 63-66 and Col. 5 lines 
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35-53 - Underlying information associated with object, i.e. icon, namely information 
identifying the device and its address is continually monitored to detect any changes. If the 
value changes to a predetermined value to indicate device is disconnected or 'powered off, 
object, i.e. icon, is grayed out and later removed to indicate device is no longer connected]. 

Regarding claims 8-10, these are method claims corresponding to the apparatus claimed 
in claims 3-5. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 8-10 are rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Regarding claim 11, Mano teaches an information processor for controlling apparatuses 
connected to each other via a network, comprising: 

means for managing the identification information for at least a predetermined object 
[Mano Col. 5 lines 10-20 - In order for a device, i.e. camcorder, to be recognized and to 
have an icon associated with it by providing its device ID and address, a table or other data 
structure is required to be employed to manage the identification of an object, i.e. icon with 
a device and physical ID/address]; and 

means for issuing a command for operation of the predetermined object to external 
apparatuses capable of creating the predetermined object and having a predetermined description 
area to which write can be made from outside [Mano Col. 5 lines 7-25 - Device ID, 
contained with device itself is transmitted to the system which then creates an object, i.e. 
icon, in the predetermined area with a predetermined value, i.e. graphic, to show 
connectivity]; 
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Mano fails to explicitly teach rewriting object identification information using instructive 
information for updating and replacement of a previous write command. 
Kobayashi, however, discloses an object management method which converts, i.e. rewrites 
formal object information after temporary object information has been written, thereby requiring 
that instruction commands be issued to update/replace the previous write command issued for the 
temporary ID [Kobayashi -- Page 1 'Solution', Page 3 paragraph [0022], page 5 paragraphs 
[0050-0052] and page 11 paragraphs [0132-0133]]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate rewriting object identification information using instructive information for 
updating and replacement of a previous write command, as taught by Kobayashi into the 
invention of Mano, in order to provide a unique object identification means between devices of 
the same type, i.e. VCR1 and VCR2, which in turns guarantees uniqueness and efficient 
processing of objects. 

Regarding claim 12, this is a method claim similar to the apparatus claimed in claim 1 1 
above. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 12 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 13, Mano teaches an information processing system comprising: 
a first information processor including: 

a predetermined description area to which write can be made from outside [Mano 
-- Figure 2 and Col. 4 lines 35-46 - Predetermined area to which icons can be 
written is the bus display windows (14)]; and 
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means for creating, upon reception from an external apparatus of a command for 
creation in the description area of a predetermined object whose identification 
information is managed by the external apparatus, an object whose sole information in 
the identification information is set to a predetermined value and for which the length of 
a field in which the object can be written is set to a predetermined one [Mano Col. 5 
lines 7-25 - Device ID, contained with device itself is transmitted to the system 
which then creates an object, i.e. icon, in the predetermined area with a 
predetermined value, i.e. graphic, to show connectivity]; and 
a second information processor including: 

means for managing the identification information for at least a predetermined 
object [Mano Col. 5 lines 10-20 - In order for a device, i.e. camcorder, to be 
recognized and to have an icon associated with it by providing its device ID and 
address, a table or other data structure is required to be employed to manage the 
identification of an object, i.e. icon with a device and physical ID/address]; and 

means for issuing a command for operation of the predetermined object to 
external apparatuses capable of creating the predetermined object and having a 
predetermined description area to which write can be made from outside [Mano -- Col. 5 
lines 7-25 - Device ID, contained with device itself is transmitted to the system 
which then creates an object, i.e. icon, in the predetermined area with a 
predetermined value, i.e. graphic, to show connectivity]; 
Mano fails to explicitly teach rewriting object identification information after writing 
information to a field of an object. 
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Kobayashi, however, discloses a object management method which converts, i.e. rewrites formal 
object information after temporary object information has been stored [Kobayashi — Page 1 
'Solution', Page 3 paragraph [0022], page 5 paragraphs [0050-0052] and page 11 
paragraphs [0132-0133]]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate rewriting object identification information using instructive information for 
updating and replacement of a previous write command, as taught by Kobayashi into the 
invention of Mano, in order to provide a unique object identification means between devices of 
the same type, i.e. VCR1 and VCR2, which in turns guarantees uniqueness and efficient 
processing of objects. 

Regarding claims 14-16, these are system claims corresponding to the apparatus claimed 
in claims 2 and 4-5. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 14-16 are rejected using the 
same rationale. 

Regarding claim 17, Mano-Kobayashi teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 13 above, including wherein the managing means in the second 
information processor collectively rewrite, for an object created according to an object create 
command supplied from the operate command issuing means, the predetermined-object 
identification information using instructive information for updating a write command from the 
operation instruction issuing means after writing, using instructive information for partial 
replacement of the write command from the operation instruction issuing means, information to a 
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field to which the predetermined object can be written [Kobayashi — Page 1 'Solution', Page 3 
paragraph [0022], page 5 paragraphs [0050-0052] and page 11 paragraphs [0132-0133] - 
Object management converts, i.e. rewrites formal object information after temporary 
object information has been written, thereby requiring that instruction commands be 
issued to update/replace the previous write command issued for the temporary ID]. 

Regarding claim 18, this is a method claim corresponding to the system claimed in claim 
13. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 18 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claims 19-21, these are method claims corresponding to the apparatus claimed 
in claims 2 and 4-5. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 19-21 are rejected using the 
same rationale. 

Regarding claim 22, this is a method claim corresponding to the system claimed in claim 
1 7. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 22 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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- Iwamura (U.S. 5,883,621) discloses a system which detects objects and retrieves 
object information from external devices to display a map of a digital system. 

- Humpleman et al. (U.S. 6,466,971) discloses a method and system for command and 
control among a plurality of networked A/V devices. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Mauro Jr. whose telephone number is 703-605-1234. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00a.m. - 4:30p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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